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1. Claims 14, 19 and 24 are objected to because of the following informalities: On line 3 of 
each of claims 14, 19 and 24, "and" should be inserted between "a blood circuit portion" and "a 
non-blood circuit portion". Appropriate correction is required. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 14, 18 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Twardowski (US Patent No. 5,484,397). Regarding claim 14, Twardowski teaches a fluid 
processing apparatus comprising an extracorporeal blood treatment fluid circuit including a 
blood filter (100) e.g. hemodialyzer and having a blood circuit portion (146) and a non-blood 
circuit portion (94) separated by a membrane of the blood filter, a double lumen catheter having 
lumen (145a) and (145b) connected to an inflow (144) and an outflow line (146) of blood circuit 
portion wherein lumens are releasably connected to the blood circuit portion (see Fig. 2; col. 10, 
line 63 - col. 11, line 22; col. 13, lines 22-67). Catheter inherently has a spike. 

Regarding claims 18 and 23, Twardowski teaches the blood filter (100) having two 
openings for a blood inlet and a blood outlet and connected to the lumens (145a, 145b) (see Fig. 
2). 

Regarding claim 24, Twardowski teaches a fluid processing apparatus comprising an 
extracorporeal blood treatment fluid circuit including a blood filter (100) e.g. hemodialyzer and 
having a blood circuit portion (146) and a non-blood circuit portion (94) separated by a 
membrane of the blood filter, a double lumen catheter having lumen (145 a) and (145b) 
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connected to an inflow (144) and an outflow line (146) of blood circuit portion wherein lumens 
are releasably connected to two openings of the blood filter (100) and a sterile container (164) is 
connected to the blood circuit portion (146) via a connector (166) (see Fig. 2; col 10, line 63 - 
col. 11, line 22; col. 13, lines 22-67). 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Twardowski in 
view of Utterberg et al '624 (US Patent No. 5,772,624). Twardowski teaches a fluid processing 
apparatus as described in above paragraph 3. Claim 19 essentially differs from the apparatus of 
Twardowski in reciting that a second lumen having a lumen connector and the blood circuit 
portion having a circuit connector to mate with the lumen connector. Utterberg et al '624 
teaches a fluid processing apparatus comprising a blood tube (72) having a luer lock type 
connector (76) mating with needle having a tube connector (198) for aseptic connection (see Fig. 
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11; col. 8, lines 39-41; col. 14, lines 4-7). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Twardowski to 
provide a lumen with a lumen connector and the blood circuit portion with a circuit connector for 
facilitating aseptic connection of the lumen and the blood circuit portion. 

6. Claims 16, 21 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Twardowski as applied to claims 14 and 24 above, and further in view of Mahurkar (US Patent 

* No. 4,134,402). Twardowski teaches a fluid processing apparatus as described in above 
paragraph 3. Claims 16, 21 and 25 essentially differ from the apparatus of Twardowski in 
reciting that one of the two lumens opens at the distal end further from the base than the other 
lumen opens at the distal end. Mahurkar teaches a double lumen hemodialysis catheter 
comprising one of the two lumens opens at the distal end further from the base than the other 
lumen opens at the distal end to prevent mixing of the blood during the hemodialysis operations 
(see Figs. 1, 4; col. 2, lines 19-37). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the double lumen catheter of Twardowski to 
have one of the two lumens opens at the distal end further from the base than the other lumen 
opens at the distal end to prevent mixing of the blood during the hemodialysis operations as 
suggested by Mahurkar (see col. 2, lines 23-26). 

7. Claims 15-17 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claims 20-22 respectively . When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close 
in content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper 
after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed 
claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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8. Claims 15, 17, 20 and 22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 filed 7/12/06 is insufficient to overcome the 
rejection of claims 1-4, 6 and 8-12 based upon Brugger et al (US Patent No. 6,649,063) as set 
forth in the last Office action because: the declaration should be filed under 37 CFR 1.131 
showing the derivation, see MPEP 715.01 (c), II. 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 14-25 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Twardowski in view of Utterberg et al '624 or Mahurkar teaches new claims 14, 16, 18- 
19, 21 and 23-25. 

11. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Kim whose telephone number is 571-272-1 142. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Kim can be reached on 571-272-1 142. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1723 
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